The chapter explores the problems associated with 'national identity' in the UK and examines the tensions arising between the international and local dimensions of the Games through examples of domestic (UK) and international (Brazil, Chicago) media coverage of the key debates relating to London's period of preparation.
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The bid stressed the nurturing of 'grass roots' involvement in sport and the value of hosting the event in multicultural East London, a relatively deprived area of the city. The young people, from the London borough of Newham, who accompanied the bid team to their presentation of London's pitch in Singapore, symbolized the bid's aspirations and its projected legacy. London's bid captured the imagination of the International Olympic Committee (IOC) members, providing, perhaps, a timely contrast to China's confident re-assertion of its international standing and national identity as host of the 2008 Games.
London's success occurred in the wake of Britain's participation in a war in Iraq that had attracted considerable international condemnation. There was also rising domestic concerns about citizenship and what is meant by being 'British', concerns prompted in part by responses to the perceived threats arising in the wake of terrorist attacks in London and recent patterns of immigration within the enlarged European Union. The hosting of the 2012 Games provided an opportunity for the UK government and the organizers of London 2012 to appropriate the event, and sport more generally, to engage in the re-defining of Britain's national identity both domestically and in relation to the perceptions of the rest of the world. The claim to social inclusiveness rested easily with the bid's ambition to utilize the 2012 Games as a catalyst of urban renewal in a multi-ethnic and socially deprived area of East London; one where recent successes for the far right British National Party in European Elections point to a resurgence, expressed at the fringe of the political sphere, of a deep-seated set of tensions around, identity, belonging, and ethnicity. 'Team GB' and the National Identity problem "I am determined to work with the football associations and the Olympic Committee to ensure that when we come to 2012 we have a men's football team and we have a women's football team playing," Mr Brown said. The SNP's sport spokesman in Westminster Pete Wishart said: "This is a spectacular own goal for Brown.
"He is out of touch with the overwhelming views of football supporters throughout the UK.
"All the national supporters groups oppose this move and see it as a threat to the status of their nations to field independent football squads. British national identities have been typically considered as synonymous. In the nineteenth century, at the peak of the British Empire, the English/British bourgeoisie created a 'model' for several sports and their organization, exporting this to many other parts of the world, and used sporting activities to enhance social integration and the class order that underpinned the power relations of the empire. The British 'model' contained several complex dimensions that constituted the 'foundation for modern sports', not least of which was the conception that it was through participation in sporting activities that a person could learn how to be a gentleman (4).
As Kidd (5) impossible to overlook the role of British teams, associations, and models in the formal development of the Olympic Games" (6).
In the long process of the British Empire's unraveling, some nations, including the United States and Ireland, sought to escape historic ties and this form of cultural imperialism by developing their own sporting activities and associations (7) . Echoes of this historical resistance may be found in the Scottish response to Prime Minister Gordon Brown's aspiration to field British football teams in the 2012 Olympic Games. The model of inclusivity that rested with an imperial past, was clearly outdated by the end of the twentieth century; the Scottish Football Association's opposition to a 'Team GB' being only one of many challenges to the integrity and inclusivity of British national identity.
Inclusivity is an elusive concept. Its role and meaning has changed over time for Britain's political and social elites. At the height of the British Empire, British imperial consciousness overcame the parochial interests of the specific nations of the British Isles (8) . The British industrial revolution and the expansion of the Empire across the world helped to forge a British ruling class and an Imperial Service that was staffed by Scots, Welsh, Irish and English. As
Kumar has argued, empire builders are reticent in promoting their specific national identity, but this is not born of modesty 'indeed the opposite. This missionary, or imperial, nationalism engaged with a civilizational project of world-historic-importance' (9); identity with Britain and 'Britishness' was less important to the creators of the Empire than it was to those whom it conquered. Inclusiveness rested with the acceptance by the conquered of being part of a much greater civilizational project and knowing their social position within it.
In the wake of the demise of the empire in the second half of the twentieth century, the question "The colours reflect the diversity of the city which is absolutely right. It would have been an obvious move if we had seen a variation on the nationalistic red, white and blue, or simply adopted the Olympic colours." (15) This re-presentation of British national identity around London 2012 attempts to achieve a difficult balance between a domestic agenda informed by sport serving the needs of a wider Such a perspective complements the principles of Olympism in so far as the latter seeks to rise above the narrow interests and outlook of nationalism and promote universal humanistic values.
London's cosmopolitan character and its identity as an international hub or metropole may sit well with the aspirations of Olympism and the interests of an IOC familiar with the hazards of the host city using the games to aggressively promote nationhood but it may also serve, domestically, to (further) distance London from the rest of the UK. The value of London 2012 as a vehicle for establishing a new 'British' identity is at once diminished, hence, the concern of its organizers to stress the value of the games to all parts of Britain. The institution of a regionsbased structure for delivering the Cultural Olympiad, and the emphasis given to the geographic distribution of events (notably soccer, in stadia nationwide), has not so far, or convincingly, offset the institutionally metropolitan character of 2012, as the London Games.
In summary, the Olympic Games provide the host nation with an opportunity to re-present itself to its own population and to the wider world. In the year following the announcement of Chicago achieving the status of a finalist in the race to be awarded the games by the IOC, the city's plans have evolved in several ways, particularly in response to IOC evaluations. The IOC, in addition to expressing concerns about transportation, also expressed doubts about the low level of the construction budgets for the four main Olympic venues and that the wording of Chicago's financial guarantees did not comply 13 fully with the Olympic Charter (21) In response to these concerns, the Chicago organizers have refined construction plans, focusing upon costs and sustainability, and have developed more specific proposals for the post-games use of games facilities. The main stadium, an 80,000 seat facility, is projected to be reduced to a smaller athletics facility post-games while other plans, which increasingly emphasise a community legacy, include the possibility of providing a new pool for a local High School and the conversion of an Armory, to be used during the games as a staging area for athletes and performers, to become an indoor recreation centre for community use.
There is some evidence that Chicago's increased commitment to 'legacy' has arisen, in part, Coe, the chair of London's Olympic Organising Committee, and that these meetings had focused on sharing experiences and identifying 'things to do and not to do'. Through these exchanges, it was recognized that the Chicago strategy had similarities to that of London 2012:
'Ryan said that Chicago's bid contained a similar strategy to London by planning to leave a regenerated urban area once the games are over. "London also did a great job selling the legacy as a benefit to the youth of the world..We are not copying them but it is a natural thing to do" ' (23) At first sight, therefore, it seems that the Chicago bid has been influenced by London's experience in perhaps three main ways. First, the bid has taken heed of the negative debates This is reflected in the Chicago team's development of legacy plans, including the specific commitments given to providing community facilities on the Olympic Park site after the Games.
Finally, the proposed legacy arising from the 2016 games includes a programme of urban renewal, though the scope of the Chicago 2016 Committee's commitment has been criticized as rather narrow (25). In this sense, as the Chicago bid has been refined and developed so a legacy discourse has emerged that has drawn upon London's experience. The language and approach shares a common concern of many major cosmopolitan cities in the west, to sustain social integration in circumstances where there are significant disparities in income, wealth and social 'I think what's at stake is an opportunity for Chicago to really be exposed broadly to the world for all its beauty, charm, its attributes, its culture, its welcoming people..Big international acceptance -that's at stake here'.(26) Necessarily, the candidate files address a pre-defined IOC template and, therefore, focus upon common themes. In the period since its short listing, however, the Rio bid team and its government partners at city, regional and national levels, have focused in particular upon legacy and the role of mega events in catalyzing improvements in the socio-economic and cultural life of a city (33) This discourse reflects the emergence of Rio de Janeiro as a global city in the last decade for whom the process of urbanization, population growth and economic expansion, including the expansion of a significant informal economy, has exacerbated the long-standing problems of social segregation, street crime and violence and the trend toward a middle class that establishes itself in relatively secure and gated enclaves within the city and its suburbs. There is, however, strong evidence of the city's political, intellectual and business leadership's commitment to strategic planning to address these issues.
Rio de Janeiro 2016 (27)
The first strategic plan was implemented between 1993 and 1996 and this was followed by a 
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The mood and cityscape of the early twenty-first century that …we see as we move through London's public and private spaces, could not have been imagined by the social scientists fifty years ago…one thing this domestic visceral cosmopolitanism may offer is a new image in the world, a new way of being modern, a supranational national identity, a means by which to counter Britain's old and new imperial projects (38) (
In conclusion, there is evidence that London 2012 has generated a new dimension to the discussion of 'legacy' through its expression of a reformulated national identity that is based upon programmes designed to enhance social inclusivity and cohesion in the cosmopolitan city.
In their specific historic contexts, a brief review of the Chicago and Rio de Janeiro proposals for 2016 suggests that London's 'cosmopolitan' legacy discourse has found some resonance in cities seeking to host future summer games and achieve recognition of a global status in the twenty first century. Such cities are currently confronted by multiple challenges, multiethnic urban conflicts, an attenuation of national state government authority and a fracturing of confidence in national identity as a substantial resource for attachment and orientation; London 2012 seeks to address these issues (39). This concluding section develops this perspective through returning to a brief consideration of the promises made in contemporary bid presentations and to the foundational principles and debates concerning the 'international mission' of de Coubertin's Olympic movement.
One argument is that the Olympics merely provide governments, and adjacent power-brokers, with a proxy vehicle for governance and urban renewal, serving as a mask to legitimate 'big' government interventions in city planning; a means of bypassing enfeebled and moribund public 21 systems of local and municipal governance and accountability (40) In this reading the Olympics serve not to bolster living, complex communities, but to resuscitate the categorical clichés of modern state government in the face of crisis and exhaustion. The Olympics perform a propping up job, on behalf of a failing modernity.
In such a conception it is easy to dismissively identify London's leaders' Olympic appeals to grass roots multiculturalism as a cynical indulgence in classic liberal rhetoric, empty justifications broadcast to legitimate grandiose policy decisions and massive expenditureslikewise in Rio and Chicago. There may be some substance in such critiques. However, to accept too readily that city-wide and national expressions of optimistic enthusiasm for hosting the Olympics are simply derived from the manipulation of public sentiment is to succumb to an all too familiar dismissal of popular sensibility. The 'national' love of sport -and of Olympic sport in particular -is neither simple nor simplistic; we would argue that it points to a contemporary recognition of the unique power of sport to adumbrate and articulate everyday complexities and intensities attaching to contemporary local, national and personal identities.
A hint that a cynical dismissal of Olympic boosterism may not provide an exhaustive address to a complex topic lies, for instance, in a growing sense of a genuine popular engagement with the London Olympics (41)). There is evidence of popular support, in anticipation at least, for an optimistic sense of the Games as a credible vehicle for positive change in the city. It should be noted however, that when asked about a key cultural benefit of 22 the Games, 'bringing people together through sport', only 3% of Londoners felt this was the most important outcome of 2012 (42) A further recent small and exploratory study (43) has examined the extent to which the 'grass roots' populations invoked by politicians engage with and are engaged by the promises made about change and London's 'multi-cultural' Olympic legacy. The evidence base is small, but there is, in respondents' testimonies, a sense of a detailed, reflexive engagement with some of the issues raised by politicians regarding community building, explored in this chapter. Notably such issues link to questions of identity and belonging in the (changing) city.
It is clear from a preliminary review of these focus group discussions that populations in East
London are highly alert to the significance of the Games in relation to a deep-seated local experience -living in a multi-cultural, multi-ethnic city. Their reflections provide insights into the ways local people anticipate the impact of the Olympics in articulating the paradoxes of identity: reframing and reconstructing identities; at a personal level, across the city and its various areas, and in terms of English, UK and the global conceptions of 'London' in 2012. In amongst some considered skepticism, the Olympic Games serve as an object of hope and aspiration, enabling respondents to project optimistic future scenarios for the city. In many instances there is an appeal to the idea that the Olympics will mobilize 'unity'; as that goodwill emergent around the excitement of the events will induce a broader effect, one that will reduce the sense of unease that contributes to an ongoing characterization of east London localities as 'dangerous', and where gang violence is a threatening reality. What might this have to do with Olympism, not to say any re-figuring of Olympic ideas?
The Olympics, cosmopolitanism and new urbanities
Olympism emerged as a mixture of aristocratic, modern, cosmopolitan and nationalistic ideas" (44) As Kidd points out, the de Coubertin Olympic games are "an important part of world culture" reaching media audiences across the globe and drawing attention to the 'knotty' problems of division and belonging:
"The question of whether the Olympic Games unite men, as Coubertin thought, or divide them, as Maurras insisted, has been from the very first that they do both" (MacAloon 1981:269) . Amongst other things, it is the emergent function of the Olympics (as London should witness in 2012) to help refigure, traverse and rehearse knotty paradoxes of identity and identification -an unfolding and refolding of the 'Modern' categories of inter-and intra-national identities". (45) It is important to remember that while sport is political, sport is not directly politics. There is a means, perhaps distinctive to sporting cultural events, which enables peculiar and widespread modes and means of engagement. Smith and Porter argue that:
the physical, competitive, supra-linguistic, and populist nature of most sports have made them perfect media for the expression of group identities. Sports are places in which groups can find peaceful physical fora for the beliefs they hold about themselves as entities, a feature that much sports historiography has linked to Benedict Anderson's model of the 'imagined community '.(46) It may be that an extension of the valuable conception of 'imagined community' can be found in Nava's conception of a 'visceral' cosmopolitanism. While for Nava, sports seem not to feature as a resource for the affirmation of the affective connectedness she highlights within her conception of an embodied cosmopolitan, there is no reason not to see sport as a highly fertile site for affective engagement and informal, developmentally rich, cultural connectivity.
The 2012 Olympics offers a unique opportunity to refresh, restore and reframe 'London' in the national and global imagination. Likewise London can refigure Olympism, asserting the increasing presence and puissance of cosmopolitan urbanities/urbanites as a twenty-first century counter-part to de Coubertin's modernist ideal'; the English gentleman. Nava offers a personal account of her engagement with London:
London, my city, is much more comfortable with its cultural and racial mixing, with merger, hybridity and conviviality, with its acknowledgement of difference...it s multiple connections to elsewhere, with its everyday ordinary visceral cosmopolitanism (despite the persistence and sometimes escalation of divisions) than is any other city in the Western world...cultural texts and rituals are required in order to sustain these social worlds...expressive work of acknowledging others and performing mutuality (47) As Carrington has argued the Olympics offer a grand scale opportunity for the performative expressivity Nava has associated with 'visceral cosmopolitanism'. He argues that the Olympics offer "opportunities to realize a sense of global, post-national belonging that is grounded in the politics of the local, the city, the regional". These temporary moments of intensive reciprocal engagement, mediated by sports allow for the expression and exploration of "wider solidarities"
and for "new senses of self to be formed." Carrington concludes that "the fact that such a politics remains indeterminate is all the more reason to see Olympism as a possible site for progressive forms of intervention" (48) .
In London 2012's adoption, delivery and performance of this informal, Olympic-cultural function there is evidence of an experiential affirmation of cosmopolitan insight and affection:
in a space which will necessarily, also, provide and provoke telling articulations of conflict and participants were invited to discuss and consider an array of topics, with an emphasis on 'legacy' -and to
